It is rule that under no circumstances conviction cannot be based on a solitary identification. It is only the rule of prudence. Although test identification parade is a step in investigation but it is identification in court which is regarded as evidence. But the TI parade assumes importance particularly if held within a reasonable time after the commission of the offence 20 It was also held that where the accused was shown to the witness before the TI parade, the proceeding of T.I. parade and its outcome will have no evidentiary value 21 .
If the witness properly identified the accused both in the test identification parade and in the court, then it can be safely admitted as well as accepted. Evidence of identification for the first time in court is not that strong.
The value of identification evidence depends on the effectiveness of the precautions taken against the identifying witnesses having an opportunity to see the persons to be identified before parade and also against being provided with any unfair aid or assistance to facilitate identification 22 Hence when the witnesses had no opportunity to see the accused prior to the holding of the identification parade as well as also no unfair aid and assistance was given by the investigating authority 23 as to facilitate the identification of the accused, then their evidence can be accepted 24 .
IDENTIFICATION OF SOME OTHER PERSON
It is clearly held that a witness's evidence of identification given in court should only be accepted if he identified the same person, whom he had previously picked out in the identification parade in jail. 25 In a case, where identification of was conducted after five months and their statement in court recorded after three and half years. Here one witness failed to identify the accused and another suspiciously identified the accused in court. Here it was held that the evidence of the witness as to identification of accused being suspicious and doubtful could not be acted upon.
Delaying in holding identification parade without any reasonable justification would be dangerous. In such circumstances the accused would be acquitted 26 . The evidence must reveal any special feature of the accused or appellant.
The person to be identified must be described in the FIR or compliant. In the absence of the description of the assailants in the FIR the identification of accused cannot be accepted.
MANNER TO HOLD THE IDENTIFICATION PARADE
There are certain principles with must be followed while conducting the identification parade. The establishment of these principles can be done examining the witnesses who 22 (ii) The Executive Magistrate should first acquaint himself with the facts of the case and find out who is to be put in the parade for identification and who are the witnesses to be called up for identification.
(iii) Two independent respectable persons (not being persons connected with the police) should be first called up. The Police themselves will have normally arranged to call up such person; but the Executive Magistrate will question them and satisfy himself that they are independent and fairly intelligent persons. In order that they may follow the proceedings intelligently, the Executive Magistrate should acquaint them, briefly, with the facts of the case and as to who is sought to be identified and who are to come for identification.
(iv) The parade should then be arranged in a room or a place which is such that the identifying witnesses, as well as the persons connected with the Police, should not be able to look into it. were allowed to remain in the room and that all police officers and constables were asked to withdraw; and  That respectable person so and so fetched the accused from the lock-up, and that the identifying witnesses were in a different room so that they could not see him being brought from the lock-up to the identification room.
(ix) When the accused is brought, the Executive Magistrate should ask him to take whatever place he likes in the parade. The place which he selects should be noted in the memorandum. For example, he may select to stand between numbers 3 and 4 in the parade; and it should then be noted that he took his position between Nos. 3 and 4 in the parade. The original numbering of the persons in the parade should not be altered simply because the accused has now joined in.
(x) The accused should then be asked if he wants to make any alteration in his dress. He may change his cap or coat, or he may decide to put on (or remove) a cap or a coat. He should be allowed to do this, and that fact should be noted in the memorandum. If he does riot wish to change his dress, then that fact, too should be noted in the memorandum.
(xi) The one of the respectable persons should be asked to fetch the first identifying witness from the room in which he may be sitting. When the witness arrives, the Executive Magistrate should question him and ascertain from him whether he had an opportunity to see the culprit at any time subsequent to the offence or after the arrest. He may either record the statement separately or make a reference to the statement in his memorandum. The witness should then be asked to view the parade carefully and see whether he would be able to identify the person, who, for instance; stabbed him or whom he saw firing a shot from a revolver, or whom he saw inside the flat in which a burglary may have taken place, or, as the case may be. The identifying witness will then go up and look closely at the parade. If he identifies any persons, he should be asked to forward and touch that person, and not merely to point him out from a distance. This is necessary in order that there may be no doubt afterwards as to whom exactly he had identified. The fact that the identifying witness identified the accused, should be noted in the memorandum (along with the name of the accused) and, of course, also if he failed to identify him or identified a wrong person. It should further be noted whether the witness identified the accused straightway or after some hesitation or after first pointing out a wrong person and then correcting himself and pointing out the accused. When this is over the identifying witness should be asked to go away into a different room and not to contact the remaining identifying witnesses. He may even be asked to go away.
(xii) After he leaves the room the accused should be asked once again, whether he desires to change his place in the parade. If he changes his place, it should be noted in the memorandum, and also if he declines to do so, he should be asked, again, if he wants to change his dress; and if he does so, or if he declines to do so, that fact should also be noted in the memorandum.
(xiii) Then one of the respectable person should be asked to fetch the second identifying witness.
In regard to the identification by him also, the same procedure should be gone through as in the case of the first identifying witness, the memorandum being also written up side by side.
(xiv) This procedure should be followed for each subsequent identifying witness.
(xv) After all the identifying witnesses have thus been exhausted one after the other; the memorandum should be wound up by stating the time at which it was concluded. Then the memorandum should be read over and explained to the respectable persons in language which they understand. If the respectable persons know English well, then they should be asked in addition, to read over the memorandum for themselves.
(xvi) After the memorandum is completed, the Executive Magistrate should make the following endorsement at the end:- (xix) The memorandum should then be handed over to the Police Officer concerned.
(xx) Care should be taken to see that at no stage of the proceedings Police Officer or any Police Constable comes into the room in which the parade is being held. The police should not be allowed to interfere with the proceedings, which are entirely to be conducted by the Executive
Magistrate. It will be advisable to note in the memorandum itself that, no Police Officer or Constable was present at any time during the entire proceedings of the Identification Parade.
(xxi) The most important part of the memorandum will be the statements made by the identifying witnesses. These should be very carefully recorded along with the questions asked to the identifying witnesses. (This recording need not be in the question and answer form). For example, an identifying witness may be asked if he is able to identify any one in the parade as the person who fired shot, and the identifying witness may point out the accused and may add that it was not the accused who actually fired, but that the accused was standing by the side of the man who had fined the shot. In that case, whatever the identifying witness slates should be carefully noted, as far as possible in his words.
(xxii) If more than one accused are placed in parade, then in the memorandum they should not be referred to as "Accused No. 1", "Accused No. 2" etc. but they should be referred by their full names.
(xxiii) The memorandum should be written in the language of the Court.
(xxiv) At the hearing of the case, the Executive Magistrate who held the parade and wrote out the memorandum may be called upon to give evidence. In that case, he should state exactly what happened. He has a right to refresh his memory by referring to the memorandum which he had himself prepared.
GUIDELINES AND REQUIREMENTS IN HOLDING IDENTIFICATION PARADE
There should be at least 10 under trials for each suspect. The proper way to put up each suspect separately for identification mixed with at least nine or ten persons. Less than that number considerably diminishes the value of identification 30 . In a case where 36 dummies were used for identifying 6 accused, it was said as in violation of guidelines. Hence evidence of holding parade was not admissible 31 .
The suspect should be placed amongst persons who are as far as possible of the same age, height, general appearance including standard of dress and grooming and position in life.
The dummies should be selected properly and one accused should be kept for identification by mixing appropriate member of dummies. The number of dummies per accused should be in the ratio of 1:4 or 1:6. Generally not more than two accused should be put for the identification parade. The dummies so placed along with the accused should be of similar appearance to the accused 32 .
The value of identification evidence depends on the factors which minimize the possibility of chance as much as possible. An accused has no right to cover his face while the TI parade is going on. Hence it is necessary that sufficient number of dummies should be mixed and each accused should be put to identification parade separately. 
PRECAUTIONS IN HOLDING IDENTIFICATION PARADE
The basic precaution must be taken in this context is that of concealment of the distinctive marks and conditions necessary for proper identification which would be acceptable by all 33 like presence of small pox marks on the body. So in such cases persons having same character must be mixed with the accused 34 .
The purpose of the TI parade is futile when the accused and the police officials were present at the police station at the time of identification parade. Prior to an ad hoc confrontation identification, a note should be made to the witness's description of the offender 35 . Burden of proof in such cases lies on the Prosecution that the TI parade was held and also strictly in accordance with the rules. All necessary precautions must be taken so that the witnesses should not see the suspect before the identification parade. Sufficient number of dummies should be mixed and each accused should be put to identification parade separately.
DELAY IN HOLDING IDENTIFICATION PARADE
An identification parade should be conducted as soon as after the arrest of the accused.
Thus it becomes necessary to eliminate the possibility of the accused being shown to the witnesses prior to the identification parade. But in case there is some delay in holding the test identification parade, it would not always be fatal to the prosecution. It is necessary as memory of witness fades away with the passage of time and it is necessary that the suspects should be identified at the earliest possible opportunity after the occurrence 37 .
Where there is an inordinate delay in holding of the identification parade, the court must adopt a cautious approach so as to prevent miscarriage of justice.
The effect on the evidentiary value of the identification parade would depend on the fact and circumstances of the case. In a case where the court is satisfied that the witnesses had ample time of commission of the offence and there is no chance of mistaken identity, delay in holding the identification may not be held to be fatal 38 The accused can take the plea of benefit of doubt if the identification parade was not conducted properly. If the delay is inordinate and there is evidence probabilising the possibility of the accused having been shown to the witnesses, the court may not act on the basis of such evidence. The court has to consider the evidence in its entirety.
It was held in
Evidence regarding identification in a test identification parade held 13 months after the arrest of the accused cannot be relied on but where is a gap of 10 years between the holding of the identification parade and the trial, the court can safely rely on the identification in the parade 41 .
The Supreme Court has held that, the delay could not be held to be inordinate in the fact and circumstances of the case and in any event having regard to the opportunity which the witnesses had to identify the appellant; the possibility of mistaken identity had to be ruled out.
Reliance could be placed on the identification by the witness. It was held in a case that rape victims or any other victim are natural witnesses could not lose impression of the accused. So information is acceptable. Identification of accused in the absence of proper light cannot be doubted 42 .
The court has further led down that it should be borne in mind that in cases resting on identification evidence, the burden is on prosecution that there was sufficient light wherein the victim and witnesses identified the miscreants.
WHO CAN HOLD THE IDENTIFICATION PARADE
The parade should be held by a magistrate or any officer who is not a police officer because the police should not take part in the identification parade 43 .
It can be held by the panch (Ordinary person). Police can make arrangement for conducting identification parade but it must be done in the presence of the Panch or a magistrate as it does not come in the purview of sec. At times even identification in the premises of police station is permitted 44 if, the place of identification is totally separate from the police office; the police machinery had no access to the spot of identification; also there was no opportunity for the witness of seeing the suspects before the parade;
and There was nothing on record to that suspects were shown to witnesses prior to the identification parade
In such circumstances, identification evidence is reliable.
Statement by witness recorded by magistrate in identification parade must be made in adherence with sec. 164 of CrPC, 1973. Hence it can never be used as substantive evidence, but it can be used for contradiction or corroboration of the same witness 45 The record of an identification memo cannot be regarded as a record of evidence of witness in a judicial proceeding given on oath and so the presumption under sec. 80 of Indian Evidence Act, 1872 would not applicable here related to the genuineness of document though there are different opinions about the matter.
FAILURE TO HOLD IDENTIFICATION PARADE
The necessity of holding the identification parade is to test the veracity of the witness and also about reliability about witness testimony if witness has seen only once. So if the victim recognizes the accused on the road street shortly after the commission of offence, in this case accused disputes the identification and requests for holding identification parade. Further in the case it was held by the Supreme Court that, it could not be held that in the absence in identification parade, the evidence of eye-witnesses identifying the accused for the first time during trial would become inadmissible or totally useless. The credence of such evidence would always depend on the facts and circumstances of the case.
Mere non holding of identification parade cannot for releasing the accused on bail. So failure to hold identification parade even after demand by the accused is not always fatal 52 .
Failure to hold the identification parade may not vitiate the trial but still it is a very important element in the evaluation of the credibility of witness in respect of their identification evidence.
It cannot eschew the testimony of witnesses whose evidence was concurrently accepted by trial and appellate court. The reliability of the witness depends upon the quality of witness and not on the quantity of evidence i.e. veracity of the witness.
In the rape cases, it was held that the prosecutrix could not be blamed for the lapse on the An eye witness has identified or may be able to identify that person;
The suspect disputes the identification parade. 
REFUSAL TO HOLD IDENTIFICATION PARADE

IDENTIFICATION THROUGH VIDEO TAPE
It was held in the English that the evidence of identification of a suspect by a witness who was not present at the crime scene but who knew the suspect and recognizes him on a video was admissible at the trial. The basis of this is the recognition by the witness of the suspect in a video tape. Apart from knowledge, no special skill, ability or expertise is needed but he must have acquired special skill in relation to persons appearing on the video by the frequent playing and analyzing it 62 . The only condition is the witness should not know the suspect before hand 63 .
PRECAUTIONARY MEASURES FOR THE IDENTIFICATION OF THE ACCUSED
There are two types of identification i.e. The main rules laid down here are as follows -
The object of an identification parade is to make sure that the ability of witnesses to recognize the suspect has been fairly and adequately tested,
It should be fair and should also be seen to be fair. It must exclude any suspicion or In all cases, if the accused asks to be given particulars of any descriptions, the prosecution must supply them,
The judge should remind the jury of the specific weakness of the identification evidence,
Where the quality of identification is good the jury can safely be left to assess the value of the identifying evidence even if there is no other evidence in support. If the quality is poor the judge must direct an acquittal unless there is other evidence supporting the identification 64 .
In the Indian context, the Supreme Court and other high courts have pronounced judgments basing on these recommendations and guidelines.
In the case of N. Krishnarayana Babu v. State 65 , it is laid down that it is the duty of the magistrate to make a note of every objection which is made by an accused at the time of the identification proceedings so that the court which has to judge the value of the identification evidence may take into consideration the objections and in the light of those objections may appreciate the evidence of identification. So the learned judicial magistrate, while conducting the identification parade, has to take into consideration all guidelines, before the identification proceedings are over. 
